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I ’.sisk I could gre-.-* with your opinion, that "tcc Hew York Tines is 
trying to encourage debate”.' 40 y o» experience with this is to tfceacontrery. 

_ t 

has Tires s-'-.nit -is out two ?/e Tcs ago. i was I Bov Orleans. r*r3y 
“a Reporter Kicks *S Saufr.cn included a challenge to 3 par row to debate no on 
specifics/ As you as sc- , the Tines used no quota. This aenuncieticn of all 
the '’critics" was put os the Tinea syndicate Tiro, end not a single neper used any' 
contrary quote. 

■suer roc is a real " deronol ogi st . At is ha who blocked rublicotior r ° nr? 
first bock '-''hen edlcf-1 for a legal reading by a a<tjor publi -her who h~l alreed? 
made s tentatively favorable editorial decision. 'The eminent queen’s ’-cu-ccellor 
offered the opinion teat my book was not friendly tr. th • Oocmi salon and should not 

I ;■ or^taful to you for the clipping. x hadn’t seen it. K 0 te the 
skill cad disk or. -sty ith which' this nan oho upholds the law addresses thews .he 
crit iviz-ss, Vy r. r t..; , * vj^se shoeing Os^. aIi’s in ocaroo on the Ti~"it 

murder rests or tb-= cb.ibiou r tvstiai^ny of Holsn *^arkbs»ia« My o^n nr 3 or i^int is that 
t ^ cto' *? i i £ f 3. 0 n .? c veo 0 st "! 3 not h r -YO been st til*? ** c 3 n £ r? t b 

mi sit - prriSi? tod its o??ii oTidBiiCG* *?hio "Xsc s rvo .0 1*0 i. 1 ’urnin® "ce 3 r.r*rrcv^ t s i v, t’ 6 ^ !,r *^ xy 
s -6 ^ : - r ite > r H w n o.e refers to the of conflict in ^ testimony’^ erid says the 

'*Oo3i ' 1 ssior» t rily b* 3 ed itc ecr: elusions oh tho testimony the t it jud^sd#.* 

to be- re 11 -tie. . 



On this it took no testimony. It didn't, in fact, on a tremenduous 
essorte *.- 1 of key ic. ues. Jr. t :, it regarded untested reverts from the FBI it 
. r. e i: .'c u. A, arena tic (ere kn’e. f h -d been holdirr out- or. it c 1 e o' £ the eruiv^lent 

of ccip-Vcnt tr-stirceny . 

farrow's article is but an infamous literary lickspittle. If you reread 
"hat the '3/.v 3 ouof-ici,. you will find it is Dubiously untrue, especially as ha uses it, 
as the .ignis esc of me f Is -- things h c alleges is true of all the critics. 

I iva written theliondon Sunday Times daring him to confront ns, ■ ither 
face to fat, in a debate, or in .their columns, with onlv specifics— that, he not 
be permitte^to indulge in such wholesale false generalities but cite specific 
avoidance, 36 from ny own work, which i- surely the first ha read ir the field, 
since he rsslit before anything was publi had, in the Surt: er or later "Spring of 1965. 
Xr. turn, g - .t coricc of h’a writim, I hnve offered to cite soscific r = ’’h.itcti rv n oud 
aispr-of . 5s \l\ not accept, the ^endon iY'rr.es will not accept, and the editors of 
T hc o n ’ c vx V a 5 likewise rill net. I wish a ftoucht they mould. On In the rows 
department he n m fairness at all. The book— seview deuartmont maintains that 
my books do nciexiet because a had to print than privately. They refused to list 
them unaer "oo® received” •M’d then went further and knowing it to be falsa credited, 
ethers with vhvWe first brought to light. You car see the correspondence. 

But S&^kshr your thoughtfulness . Don’t know ohen I’ll he up. Since .••It. 
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